IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF DELAWARE

CHRISTOPHER ARCHIBALD, 8
§

No. 686, 2009
Defendant Below, 8
Appellant, 8 Court Below—Superior Court
8§ of the State of Delaware in and
V. 8§ for New Castle County
§
STATE OF DELAWARE, 8
8§
Plaintiff Below, 8 Cr. ID No. 0512009840
Appellee. 8§

Submitted: June 11, 2010
Decided:  August 24, 2010

BeforeSTEELE, Chief JusticeHOLLAND andBERGER, Justices.
ORDER
This 24th day of August 2010, upon careful consitien of the briefs
on appeal and the Superior Court record, it appeatse Court that:

(1) On August 27, 2009, the appellant, ChristophAsshibald, a
probationer serving Level Il probatidnwas arrested after police and
probation and parole officers found illegal drugsis bedroom. Archibald
was subsequently charged by indictment with Trhifig in Cocaine,

Possession with Intent to Deliver Cocaine, Possesasith Intent to Deliver

' In February 2006, Archibald pled guilty to Trafing in Heroin, Cr. ID No.
0506023978 and Possession with Intent to DeliveoideCr. ID No. 0512009840 and
was sentenced, on the trafficking conviction, tgheiyears at Level V suspended after
three years for six months at Level IV, and on possession with intent to deliver
conviction to six years at Level V suspended fovdldll.



Marijuana, Maintaining a Dwelling for Keeping Cooited Substances,
Conspiracy in the Second Degree and Possessiorugfaraphernalia.

(2) As a result of his arrest, and because heallaged to have
been in possession of illegal drugs, an adminiggatvarrant was filed
alleging that Archibald was in violation of prokati (VOP). After a VOP
hearing on October 28, 2009, Archibald was founch&ve violated the
terms of his probation and was sentenced. Thisagpllowed.

(3) In his opening brief, Archibald argues thag thuperior Court
found him guilty of VOP “on hearsay evidence onlylh the answering
brief, the State contends that Archibald’s arguniexgt been rendered moot
as a result of his guilty plea on March 17, 20b0Ttafficking in Cocaine,
one of the charges that formed the basis of the ¥/Qme State is correct.
Archibald’s March 17, 2010 guilty plea to Traffickj in Cocaine supports
the Superior Court’s finding that he violated tlkens of his probation and
renders this appeal from that adjudication moot.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgmenttbé
Superior Court is AFFIRMED.

BY THE COURT:

/s/ Randy J. Holland
Justice

2 Jatev. Archibald, Del. Super., Cr. ID No. 0908025177.
31d. Seedocket at 18, 19 (Mar. 17, 2010) (regarding plearimg and sentence).
* DeJesus v. Sate, 977 A.2d 797, 799-800 (Del. 2009).
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